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NEW DELHI, SAtURDAY, AUGUST 19, lOOO/SRAVANA 28, 1922 


»rnT # ^ <iiw ^ I ’if «m<T irsww v »«? w 

T«T 

Scnarate Paging is givta to this fast in order that it may be filed as a 

separate cemptetioa 


'wn II—tw 3 —(lii) 

PART n Section'S—SniHMCtien (iii) 


8wfttr srtHdtifrtf (#9 rm ««sT?mrt wt jm fW »w *ntn tUtK arfaffwi 

Orders aod Notifleatioas issued by C^ral Authorities (ottier than the Admiaittratioas of Union Territories) 


srm f’laitaR’ trrjft’T 

^ fewft, 7 ?ni^ , 2000 
ITT.31. 113 :—tT?r, fWlTR 

% <rf^ imr % fi? 

1998 ri fir^^sR ^ W'R 

f’nx 45fir, irnrsTk Tt. air. 'mwrrf, f^^ri- 

(*i<t'ii^T. 3fta) 5r%fMti?9trfkf’nriT, 1951 3'*rr 
Jnmr ritr %TTf)f SRT JRT !T^%5r ?T<T^ str^rlr 

^ ^ 5r Tf I; 

3fk w: «ft f’ln: #(ft *r tiRt r 

gnr qr sft ariTE^T % 

qflf +T<^( ?i«r3rr ^ fWr |; 
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3fk w; I trnfPr an 95 tmtiR ft qjTr 

I fr ^ ars^jsff ^ <mr ^ titnR^IrTt 
spiTR qr RnitPffq t; 

?r:, m ^ tifer^nT aft am 10 -q? % 
sraiRsr ^ fqqfqa3iT5fPT sm «ft aqafaR^at 

q?t aaar % at imr % ar T^a/aa TTsa 

^ ^ faiTR aar aaar ^trnrqfia? % 

■N O 

3n% atr fl% % fair ?n^q?t aifta' ^ ?fta 
q?t qaarafa % fair atf^ ^rar 1 1 

[a. 76/q. w. fa.-a./2oool 
at. aiawT, 


( 261 ) 
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. ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 113.—Whereas Shri Tapan Kumar Maity R/o Village 
H-P.O.—Palaspai, District Midnapore a Contesting candidate 
at thc» Bye-election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly, 
199«, held from 199-Nandanpur Assembly Constituency has 
failed to lodge any accoimt of his electios expenses as required 
by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules^ 
made thereunder; 

And, whereas, Shri Tapan Kumar Maity has not furnished 
any reason or explanation for the said faflure even after due: 
notice of the Election Commission; 




And, whweas, the Election Commission is satisfied that 
the said candidate has no good reason or justification for the 
said failure; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the 
Act, the l^ection Omunis^n hereby declares Shri Tapan 
Kumar Maity to be disqualified for being chosen as and for 
being a member of either House^of the Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Lcgtslatrvc Council of a State or 
Union Territory fer a period c^ifcliree years from the date of “ 
this ordw, 

[No. 76/WB-LA/20001 i 
By Ordcr^ 

" " H. N. CHAWLA, Secy, 




7 2000 


114 ; —?rpfi>r ^ ’m | fsp 1999 % 

?rrrofT % { 2 ) ^ ^ t ( 3 ) n ^ ^rFFr 

snfinif, 1951 cwt ^srni. am ^ (4) 

JFIT aPnrT ^ ^ aifg^ ^ tr' I I 

?rwrfsiqf ^ ^’TT ^ 'tt'rIt ^ RTT aY ^ 

fen 1nroVr ^ ^ gnrranr ft w I fe ^ ^ ^pmf m ? TO Y f= f ;? t v 

ner: n?, fJFt'gR muY^r ^ nf^fenr rY am 10-^ % ^ ¥t nmift % ggrn ( 3 > f^ f nfed 

arfeniY rY a?ra % fegft ^ gian % ?rT fegft TmrRft f^nr qfeaa % ttr aiYr ^ 

ffe* nfer ¥t nrffe % ?ftn ^ ¥t Rngrpsrfe % fgr^ atftn ^mrr | :— 


nmft 


sYmin 

gf^a' ^ ^ grw 3 »Yt 

' 'nrr 


1 2 

3 

4 

1 . 13— 

1 . agmw 

gj^igrrfggjY 
^qfcgjrq^aY ('Ogs) 
qaftlssY^, 

2 ’sfr?r«rpi'^2^ 

hYge) 

^gJTmmt, 

«ft fmr aifegi stgY fsfm 1 

2 . 19 —»iYfsr5)22>ngmr 

1. ’sfTi.n. Tnrmftr 
■?Yt51‘. 8 

iMH 

Rftza^tmgniTJT 
sfi?irangr<T 
f^Yt fgfgn 

—^— 
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1 2 


4 


3. 22—T^Tpfr 




r 


4. 34— 


1 . 




qte 

gRTlTiT^^ 638661 


2 . till. JTJTTSR 

32, >1^1: 

3. crr?rra5iT<ifV 

^ ’ll?n4V 

i>5 firwHi^RJT 'ms 

^m^iT^TErr, uittitit 

6 38106 


4. qtial. Tfmmrmr 
^=t??fV5FrT 
72 

—638111 


'4t %gT sifg^ I 


—w^— 

—~^c^— 



5. «fV%. 

?rrt ('fl^) 

{^m) 

3l'>?^lvr^JT 624616 


6. "ft. f.mmiTRY 

135-1», %. 'ft. ?ft^, 

^5^^51—638111, 

3ra!p 

1. ^<251. ^— 

?r»iftrr5r 

^5^gmn5Tq- mft^, 

^<l!ll’ff'0?S 

[51. 76/5r.m.-5ft.q./99] • 

ft, 

^ TW, irfft'? 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 114.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in 
column (3) of the Table below at the General Election to the House of the People, 1999 held from the Constituency 
specified in column (2) against his/her name has failed to lodge an account of his/her election expenses as mentioned 
in column (4) of the said Table, as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failures even 
after due notice to each of them and the Election Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justifica¬ 
tion for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the per¬ 
sons specified in column (3) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, a member of 
either House of the Parliament or Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this order. 

TABLE ^ 


SI. 

No. & Name of Parliamen- 

Name & Address of the contesting 

Reason for Disqualification 

No. 

tary Constituency 

Candidate 


1 


3 

4 

1. 

13—Dhafmapuri 

1. Sh. C. Selvam 

Accounts not lodged at all. 



S/o Chinnasamy 

Jangalahally. 

B. Pall i patty 
(Post) 

- 



Pappireddipatty TK 

- 



2. Sh. Appavu Chetty 

-do- 



S/o Venkatajalachetty, 

Billanoor, 

Bikkampatty (Post) 

Pennagaram TK 


2. 

19—Gobjchettipalayam 

1. Shri S.A. Ramamoorthy. 

-do- 



Door No. 8 

Sowdamman Koil 

Lane-I 

Kottuveerarapalayam, 

Sathyamangalam, 

Erode District. 


3. 

22—Palani 

1. Sri K.L. Murugesan, 

-do- 



S/o Eakshmanasainy, 

37, Maniakarar Street, 
Kolathupalayam Post, 

Dharapuram Taluk-638661. 




2. Sri. K.M. Natarajan, 

-do- 



S/o Maruthachalam, 

32, Kambar Street 

Palani. 




3. Sri. M. Balasubramani, 

-do- 



S/o Muthusamy, 

M. Kumarapalayara Post, 
Moolanuruia, 

Dharapuram Taluk, 



; 

Erode District-638106. 





4 
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1 


19 , 2000/«Tm 28 , 192 2 


3 


265 


V 


> 


0 


V 


4. 34~Ramanathapuram 


4. Sri. C. Ps.athinasai'ny, 

S/o Chenniappa, 

72B, Erode Road-East, 
Vellakoil-638111. 

Rangeyam Taluk, 

Erode District. 

5. Sri. K. Archunan, 

S/o Kathamuthu, 

I. Vadipatti (Post), 
Kallimandayam (Via), 
Oddanchatram Taiuk- 
624616, 

6. Sri. S. P. KuraarasamvV. 

S/o Pullasamy. 

135 A, K.P.C. Nagar, 
Vellakoil-638111, 

Kangeyam Taluk, 

Erode District. 

1. Smt. S. Ayeravalli:: Ameenal 
D/o Sengalau, 

Vannikudi, 

PuthentliUj Post, 
Ramanatbapuram. 


3TT^ 


Accocnts not lodged at all 


-do 


Accounts not lodged in the 
manner. 


Accounts not lodged at all. 


[No. 76/TN-HP/99] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 


7 2000 

aTT.ar. 115 ;—^ ft w f 55T>fr 1999 % %jt 5fV 

^ sfit ^TRofr % ^cTP^T (2 ) it' ^%f5TT | {s) ^ 

iTrt'Tr :5TizT2ff, Tfr^ arfsrl^^ifr, i95i ^■^rr ittt BT^feTa" ht^'V 

f^'*T ^ 4^ ifSTT s’lriT H=i' ^iT cdPaM' ^ <^i 

^ Si'iRrfipfT % TTKTsr ?TW M 3rr?r 'TT ^ irr =FrTTq' 

f^^ri t ^ arFTtTr TT^nur^ ’rqr t TTrr ^3^ aifrwrr % ^rf 

frm ’TT ?qTTli%rir I ; 

sttt: 5fR>T ^ arfgfsTJTTT STTO 10-T: % o.'fTTTOJT ^t' HTt Tl'POJfY % (3) # 

sirmifi’ Tr'TT? % %TfY ^ ^ t^grTTr^rr 3r«mT i%gPT 'rfw? % tt^ 

Tftr % mf ^'T -srrY'T ^ frrfV'w ^ cfTT^f ^ ^iPTRfg % Tffgcr ^rT?rr t;— 

TTmt 


gYr Terr 


1 


2 


3 


4 


1. 1 3—T4i<ilTT 1 • ^ ’T'-'lI < TraTfiEapT TYf ^ f+Tr I 

' o ' 

- tY. 35T. fTT-68 600 4 

2. =£TY 9IT3fY -g^Y- 

H <moY^ 

tY . 3TT. %T?r 

2146 GII200O—2. 
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2 3 4 

1 1. «ft IfTPCtaTH ¥ft ^rar !Tff i%<TT 


'n?rrertJ2nf<T?r 


TTfrfT 

~^r- 



^n:frn''7rJT f^?n?%2rrerrirrrq'??r 


.fmrrfTTT «ft^3TrTrr, 

«ft 

f fW^ITHT 


C\ ^ <0 ^ 

1 o^r 

'tI . 3Tr. (t 



6. «ft )vTf%?T ^#5r -^T- 

3TOTTtift«T ^<-<11 iST^fTTCT 

arrmaT'fl. arr. 

76/%^-^!.^./99] 
Tnf, ^F^ ci 








ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O. N. 115-—Whereas the Election Coin\nission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates 
specified in column (3) of the Table below at the Election to the Lok Sabha, 1999 held from the 
Constituency specified in column (2) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election 
expenses as mentioned in cloumn (4) of the said Table, as required by the Representation of the People Act 
1951 and the Rules made thereunder ; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failures even 
after due notice to each of them and the Election Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justi- ^ 
fication for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10 A-of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
the persons specified in column (3) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being 
a member of either House of the Parliament or Legislative Assembly of Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of 3 years form the date of this order ;— 

TABLE 

^ NoTand^a^ of Parliamentary Name & Address of the Contesting Reason for Disqualification 

No. Constituency Candidate 


1. t3-Kottayam 1. Sh. Mannar Radhakrishnan Accounts not lodged at all. 

Valliyil, Mannar, 

Puzbikol P. O., 

Kaduthuruthy, 

Pin.686004. 
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[wm 3 (iii) ] 


^ 19 , 2000 /^rt^ 2s, 1922 


1 . 2 . 


3. 


4. 




2. I4“ldakki 


> 




2. Shri Shaji, 

Parangodu House, 
Veloor P. 0-, 
Kottayaiu, 

Keraia. 

1. Shri Sasidharan, 
Panathottathil, 
Thova^ayar, 

Idukki, Kerala. 

2. Shri Joseph Thomas, 
Poonattu Fouse, 
Kattappana, Kerala. 

3. Sh. Devarrjan 

K umaraman galani, 
Xizhakkeyadhyapillih 
Kumaramangalam, 
Thodupuzha, Kerala. 

4. Sh. Dharmaraj, 
Periavarai Estate, 
Soolamala, 

Munnar, Kerala. 

5. Sh. Pe ruvanth anam 
Pethambaran, 
Malayankunuel, 

10th Mile, Valara P.O. 
Adimaly, Kerala. 

6. Sh. Francis Varghese, 
Asariyeeth, 
Kunnathukara, 
Arantnula P.O., Kerala. 


Accounts not lodged at all. 

-do- 

‘do- 

do¬ 

do- 

-do- 

-do- 




[No. 76/KL-HP/99] 
By order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 


7 2000 

arr.M. 116—arrartn ^ w | fap f?rt 

( 2 )t (3)^’ ft'PfRw gr^r st?^ 

3iwT«{f, srfcrPTfe^ arfaf^nrir, 1951 f^pnff sm sr^f^sm (4) 

3T!t^ ^ t' staw | ; 

5Eft?: ®rar: ^ sT^rf^nff gw fef qx '*ft ^ % f?r^ jtt cfr^ arw 

?ffY fw | !ik ^ptwh 'nrr I f% ^ 3 ^ w ^ arfr^^r % 

zTf nrnrtfw t ; 

3f5;, 31^1, «fnT>r srPaf^iriT ^ gro io-^%3Ti5?n:«T f ( 3 ) t 

5!TR54t ^ % fsRft ^ ?r??T % ITT ftiTft tr^T ^fWJT W 3fw tTt^ %?IW 317^ ?Th: 

% frf T»T ^ ?rrd^ ^ cfVir fircTfcr wtt f: — 
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Tf 


1 


9 


-r'^rftT/r^Tjr-T 

TT 


3 


?rKoft 


^ TTfT ?m TTT 

4 


[Part U—Sec. 3(ni)] 


fT.-p?7r 


5 




1. 167— 


1. MrtTrr. Tir?r 

Ti^irfor, 

7/^'t 

2. sfR. srsmrfFrt 

TiTTTRT 

12-4f<inTTr?R 

3. rr^r . ^?'-fTT f’TTT 

wrf 

fr,TjfT^rff;^T- 6 2 0 02 3 

4 . Ti. 

4 3—^1' -i'■4Cl 14 In, 
TTT^, 

fr?^ q'T?, 

fa5fVrnT7^Tt-62 0018 


vft Tlf^ 


—4^— 








5. «fl. H''fl'44i=<WI<i4', —^■^— 

?T^ 

2 1 

fa^TKT^If- 620 00 3 

[H. 76/^.;TT.-f^.^r./20 00^^)] 
3fT?5r?f, 
Tw frp75i' 

ORDER 


'f 


New Delhi, the 7tli August, 2000 

O.N. 116.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidate,s specified in 
column (3) of the Table below at the Bye-election to the Tamil Nadu Assembly Constituency, 2000 held from the 
Constituency specified in column (2) against his/her mentioned in column (4) of the said Table, as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failures 
even after due notice to each of them and the Election Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or 
justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section lOA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column (3) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, a member of 
either House of the Parliament or Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this order; 






[aarll —3 (iii)] 

19, 2000 / 28, 1 92 2 
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TABLE 


Si. No. No. & Name of Assembly 

Name & Address of the 

Reason for Disqualification 

Constituency 

Contesting Candidate 


1 2 

3 

4 

1 . 167-TIRUCHIRAPPALLl-II ‘ 

Sh. M. Ramesh 

S/o Mahamani, 

7/D Pensioner Street, 
Venagananeri 

Tiriichirapalli. 

Accounts not lodged at all. 


2. R. Asliok Kumar 

S/o Ramadasa 

12 Periyarnagar, 

Varaganeri, 

Tiruchirappalli-620 008. 

-do- 


3. S. Senthil Kumar, 

S/o Suyambu, 

Kovil Street, 

Kajmalai, 

Tiruchirappaili-620 023. 

-do- 


4. V.'Sekar, 

S/o Veluchamy, 

43-D Sengulathan Kovil Street, 
7th Cross, Thillai Nagar. 
Thiruchirappajli-620 018. 

-do- 


5. B, Manickavasagan, 

S/o Balakrishnan 

-do- 


21 Chettypettai Street, 

Woraiyur, 


4 

Tiruchirappalli-620 003. 



[No. 76/TN-LA/2000 (Bye)] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 


^ 7 ST^TRT,' 2000 

5(T.5t. 117 :—?m}>r g'r rm | % ^rraRir i998 % ^fr 

( 2 ) ^ f?r^T^?r % l^rr t ( 3 ) 5 ?' 

^pir-q? ^t'r^ ^rfdffPTTr, 1951cr«<T OtT fqTTJi'T gTTT ^ iflTTfr % ( 4 ) 

■ ir^T^rtm aq-Jt'T 4TT iF' ?rrr7i^ TfT t ; 

3iYT3g?T ?r¥irFsim q g-rir^ g/^rn ^ ^ar ?T?r75^cn % ar at ^tf a?) 

I aiT7 f?TaFa?T ma'FT aa ^rrraTa I ?r?r7i^T % fga att TaFTr sprrg rrr-qratfgcq- 

^ aCrl ; . > 

Tra': sra, faaFaa errata ^a ?rft»FRa at am 10-77 % sraa^g a ata amat % ( 3 ) afafaFacH- 

safaaat at aaa % faat at aaa % ar ftaft Tmr at faara aar aaar fa«iTa aftaa % aa^ aa art aitr ^ta % 
faa ^a arta at apta a rTra aa at arrarafa % faa' fa^Ffa atfaa aaai | •— 

2146 G112000—3. 
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3'. ??, ^TET Tar 


12. 3 4 

1 2 3—^ 3^1 ^Tf’13'ff!?! 

553 TETraTRl 
17 —fT^qr^T ?§rj 

[q. 7 6/3.aT.-3>,g-./98)f 

?rr^?r %, 
qra TTF, afqw 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 117.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that the contesting candidate specified incolumn (3) 
cf the Table below at the General Election to the House of the People, 1998 held from the Constituency specified 
in column (2) against his name has failed to 'lodge an account of his election expenses as mentioned in column (4) 
of the said Tabic, as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidate has either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure'even 
after due notice to him and the EIection Commission is satisfied that be has no good reason or justification for the 
said failure: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section lOA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the ^ 
person specified in column (3) af the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, a member of 
either House of the Parliament or Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this order. 

TABLE 


SI. No. No. & Name of Parliamentary Name & Address of the Reason for DisqualiRcation 

Constituency Contesting Candidate 


1 . 23-Dindigul R. Baskaran Accounts not lodge at all. 

S/o Ramasamy 
17-Sadayappa St., 

Saidapet, Chennai. 

— - 

By O der, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 

kS 7 2000 

517.?r. 118:—^TPTPT ^ | f^STPT^ jfft 

^ (2) ^ ^ pT t { 3) t ^ 

^ 1951 cRTn ^ ^ ( 4 ) t 
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m: m, f?fm=Er5T mifm ^ mn lo-^ % set^ut ^ ^ ^ frmt % ( 3 ) 

% fefi % qr f^Rft ^ TT^q ^ fqsrR ?mT ^r^iqi fqsTH qf^qq qq?q ?fh: ^ 

% 5rT^ ^ irrfl^ ^ ?ftq q^ q?I qnrqnqrflr % ^ fqqffq qtf% qrqqr | :— 

qi'Kifi' 

^^. ^Tqfiq/fqqrqRTm fqqt^qq qT% q<q^ qq qnr qk qai fqqtqr qq qq^OT 

q?t q:. q. 3fk qiq 

12 3 4 


1. 14 —#qq 

2 . 128 —qlq^KM? 


3. —qfr— 


4. —q^— 

5. 175 —STRqif 


•11. —— 


7. —q|t— 


8 . 17 6—iqqfl 

9. —qft— 


10 . —qq^— 


11 . -q^V . 


<m-qi qkiqr ir^ 
q. 3-4-8 2 , % t qt q>M'lqlr, ^qq 
^". qt. q^qqqn 
q<-*iMi+'|qfI qrq 

'O 

qqr 

i^q.^. qqifqqr 

qrqrmtsqTq 

l^qkrqk? 

qiw fe^qr, 

qk, qkrqiT k: 
qqnqr qfjqqiwrMc(< 
irqql^q, qqrf^' 
fqkqq, 8 qt qro 
qrqr qifqkft, srRqr? 

580008 

i![q.q"V. qprmrq 
qrq^ qr^r, qrvrrqqkq, 
aRqrf—8 

qtqrqqik ?r^ 

fq%q qrqrqq^sciK 
qkfR^, fqg'lil'O, STRqTf 

q. iTO. fqTcTS'i; 

* ‘ -4 C^ 

1288, cRt^ 

f 

qTqq^ qr^ qqft qqrqiq 

^rjlyiQi 

fqqfl 

qrwq qiqrqrar 

5T>ft 

1^.^. 

l^kTl 

i ^TFPTT 

WTT^ d I ^1 

5fk^ 


fqqfqq ^qqf ^pt qitt ^ qrfeqr 
q^I fqqr 1 
—q^— 

—q^— 

—q^— 

—qft— 

—q|I— 

—q^-' 

—q?l— 

—qft— 

—q^— 

—q|\— 

—q^t— 


12 . 186-9fk|fl 
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13- lS7-Tf^TTFfl 


14. 189-fr^ 


15. 207-TTq'TriT 


16. —^— 


17. — 











— 



cTT^, 



—^gV- 

Ttjfr. 380^^111 






<i’^rqfuT 

— ^fT~ 



3T—Tm'^rFT 



~^V- 

1 ^ 





76/^. r^.^./-99]- 
^ TP? 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 118.—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that the contesting candidates specified in co iumn 
(3) of the Table below of the^General Election to the Legislative Assembly, 1999 held from the Constituency specified 
in column (2) against his/her name has failed to lodge an account of his/her election expenses as shown in column (4) 
of the said Table, as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder: 

And whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any reason or explanation for the saia failure even after 
due notice and the Election Commission is satisfied that he/she has no good reason or justification for the said failure 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section lOA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
pel sons specified in column (3) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, a member of 
either House of the Parliament or the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of States for a period of 3 years 
from the date of this order. 


SI. No. & Name of the Assembly Name of the Contesting Candidates Reason for Disqualification 

No. Constituency 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 


1 . 


14-Sedam 


Ramanna Peerappa Elli 
No. 3-4-82, KEB Colony, 
Sedam. 


Failed to lodge the account of 
election expenses at all. 





4 


[wwll—3 (iii) ] 

1 2 

2. 128-Soni\varpet 

3. -do- 

4. -do- 

5. 175-Dharwad 


6. -do- 

7. -do- 


8 . 176-Hubli 

9. -do- 

10 . -do¬ 
ll, -do- 

12 . 186-Shiraliatti 

^ 13. 187-Mundaragi 

14. 189-Ron 

15. 207-Raibag (SC) 

16. -do- 

17. -do- 


19, 200028, 1922 

3 
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K.P. Chandrakala, Failed to lodge the account of 

Gummanakolly Village, election expenses at all. 

Kushalnagar. 

H.D. Javaraiah, ' -do- 

Halagote Village, Hebbale Post. 

Margarate D’Soza, -do- 

School Road, Somwarpet. 


Praksh Sanningammanavar -do- 

Advocate, 

Ayatti Building 8th Cross, 

Martha Colony, Dharwad-580008. 

S.B. Magalad, -do- 

Salunke Chawl, Malapur Road, 

Dharwad-8. 

Menasinkai Arun Rudrappa, -do- 

Anant Building, Yalakkishettar Colony, 

Vidyagiri, Dharwad. 

A.F. Kittur, -do- 

1288, Tabib Land, Hubli, 

Nalband Mahmed Alii Ganisab, -do- 

Kulkarni Hakkal, Ganeshpeth, 

HubH. 

Laxman Ummmanasa -do- 

Dalabanjan, 

Bammapur, Chindi Oni, Hubli. 

H.B. Hindasgeri -do- 

Kurubar Oni, Bhairidevarkoppa, 

Hubli. 

Shanka-ra Gondappa Mallappa, -do- 

Magalli Taluk, Shirahatti. 

Kotragouda Siddanagouda Patil, -do- 

Post : Korlhalli, Tq: Mundaragi. 

Lakshnpn D. Talwar, -do- 

At & Post : Gajendragad, Ron Taluka, 

Gadag District. 

Gangaram Mahadev Dodamani, -do- 

Flat No. 380, Sec. HI, Shivabasav Nagar, 

Belgaum. 

Dadamani Sadashiv Sangappa, -do- 

At/PO : Kudchi, Tq : Raibag. 

Shrikant Shivarudra Bagewadi, -do- 

At/PO : Hidkal Taluk, Raibag. ‘ ‘ 


[No. 76/KT-LA/99] 
By Order, 
BABU RAM, Secy. 
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f^T, 7 2000 

?JT.?r. 119 : —?rrii’Pr^r iFrurar^ mr | ?rr ?rn 7 Jfr % (2) 4-4r 

51^?r H ?T¥ 1 J % FrTSlR'rr ( S) q 593 H |?rr FcTT^I ( 4 ) 

gTFR 3T3T nM^fair^ ?Tfaf3iFT, 195 1 341 33K 3310 351 

glTT ?Uf?13 ^3 HHOTT % ? 3 T^ ( 5 ) 3 341 3f33 333 f33H3 ^41 33 3^1 3lf®3r 3 333.^ ^?1 | ; 

3 T?: 33f3, 333 3«if43'f 3 3*^33 ^31 f33 31^ 33 31 333 333)331 % f33 31 3l 33# sfHT^ 343r3F3> 

3R3 3?T f331 I 31 33% glTl f33 3P 3'«T1333''f 3T 3f3 35>| |1, f3=3R: 3Rn % 33313 f33l33 31313 33 3^ 33rai3 ' 
?t 331 I f31 33 % 313 ^3 333)3131 % f%3 %lf 33?^3 3333 31 ?313'lf3c3 3tt | [ 

33 : 33, f33133 ^IFin 333 3faf333 %! 31T1 10-31 % 333331 3 ifl3 %1 3R3t % ^3^3 ( 4) 3 f3f3i%i21 
53f3331 35> 333 % f33fl 31; 333 % 31 f313T 31^3/ 33 TU3 ^3 31" [3313 331 3331 f3313 3fTq3 % 33?3 33 * 

131% 3 I 3 ?'13 % f33 ?3 ?n%W 3T 3Kte 3 313 33 31 3ri3T3f3 % [33 [3Xft3 3lf33 3331 | I 


3R3T 


3.3. [33133 593 33 [3333 

f33?33 33 %1 

33 [33133 3^3 313 3^3f 

[37^31 m 3333 

' 

3331 3I3 313 

31 313 3 331 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 1333 3^ 31i;3 % 

20—33331 

31. [333311313, 

[33l33 531I 33 3i1f %[ %gi 

31^ 331 % [311 319133 


3/315 [3^313 %3, 

3l[33 313I 1' 333,3 7% 1 

[33I33, 1999 


3l3lf1 331:, 3333, 

333 3^, 


1 

1 

2 1— 

313 [3313, 

—331— 


(3.31.) 

31, 39[iC3T, 

11. 31)l2<, 3?313, 

337: 3^ 1 


1 

1 

—3t1-— 

5?3 313, 

31. 3F3l3l, 11. 3131, 

—3f1— 



[3. 333?., 

333 133 1 


, 4. —3^— 

—3§T— 

313 3^1^3, 

31. 33^f3Sl, 

3331 3331 [353 331, 

3?. 5331, 

[3 . 37313, 333 1^ 1 

—3?1— 

5. —3^— 

2 9—3RI33T 

313 fif, 

—3^1— 


(3.31. ) 

31. 1333353, 333, 

[333, l1. #33353, 
313i3%1, 

337; 133 1 


3. —3^— 

■ 41—^t3[T31 

3l[33, 

—3^1— 



3T§3o 9fl33, 




f3l337:, 

333 1^3 1 
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[w’rl]—3(iii)] 

I 2 • 

7. % 

mqr qqi % maroq 
fqqtqq, 1999 

8 . —q|t— 

8 . —— 

10 . —— 

11. —q^— 


12 . —qfr— 


13. —— 


1 4 . — q|r— 

1 5 . —qfr— 


qrrq^irqqq;qq?q 19, 2000/qTqw 28, 1922 
3 4 


41—qqfTqr 


42—qqqji: 


—q^— 


—q^— 


—q^— 


—q^— 


67— 


—qfr— 


—qqt— 


m. THTj^qq, 

q'T. q^qrqrqR, 

qqfw, 

I 

%.%. ^qpt, 

qi. 'TTiiq^q, 

at. q?rqiWt, 

fq. qqftqi, 1 


ai. q a>. qqrqT'SFn:, 
fq. ^qF<qr, 
qqT a^q 1 

f q f^RF, 
ai.qa't. qqsaqr, 
fq. qfqqr, 
qqq a^ 1 


ai. ^gqqiqqfqq, 
at. qiqqTT trY, 
fq. qqfTqr, 
qqqa^ 1 


gqq,' 

at. q'TTfqiT, 
al . prqq, rr, 
fq. qqfqqr, 
qfiqa^q 

fqqSRT fqrq, 
ar. qqrqTq, 
at. qgqrqiq, 
fq. qRTq, 
qqq a^ 1 

aqfq^, 

at. qqqqqfqR, 
q fq. aqqfq, 
qqqa^ 1 

ar. qft. gq%q^, 
fq. qqqtq, 


5 


fqqfqq sqqf ar aft rff ^gr 
qrfaq aqq a aqqq q| 1 


—q^— 


—q^f— 


—q^— 


—q^f— 


—qif— 


—q?f~ 


—qqf— 


—qff— 
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1 6. 5r?5T ?r«Tr 67— 

^ fpFl 1999 


17. —^V 


7 6—5ra>T5 


1 8 . —^— 


—Wft- 


[Part II— Sec. 3(m)l 
5 


’irr. 

'ft. ^T<d5<, 

fjf. 

I 

fTOTT'd , 

. ?TTf . 'sft, 48, 
f^rrra" SETT, 

IT. ?fr. iTfSTT, 
?T5fFrs, 51%^ I 


HTJff ^ ^ ^ srrfe^ 


—5rfl— 


—^T— 


,.„ ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 119.—^Whereas the Election Commissionre is 
satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified 
in column 4 of the table below at the General Election 
to the House of the People in the State of UttaSr 
Pradesh as specified in column (2) held from the 
Constituency specified in column (3) against his name 
has failed to lodge the account of his election expenses 
as required by the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 and the rules - made thereunder as shown in 
column’ (5) of the said table; 


[€. 76/T.5r,-m.?f ./99)] 

3TT|5t 

And,whereas, the said candidetes have either riot 
furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure 
even after due notice of the Election Commission, after 
considering the representation made by them, if any 
the election Commission is satisfied that they have no 
good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section’ lOA of the 
said Act, the Electron Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in colurrui (4) of the table below to 
be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a 
member of either house of the Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Cotmcil of a State] 
Union Territory for a period of three years from the 
date of this order ;— 


TABLE 


S. Particular of Election S.No. & Name of 
No. Constituency 

Name and Address of contesting 
candidates 

Reason for disqualification 

1 2 3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to 20 Lucknow 
the Lok Sabha in the 

State of Uttar Pradesh, 

1999 

Dr. Vijay Aggarwal, 

3/315 Vishwas khand, 

Gomti Nagar, 

Lucknow, U.P. 

Failure to lodge any account 
of election expenses. 

2. -do- 21-Mohanlai ganj 

(SC) 

Puttu Lai, 

Vill. Bastauli, 

P.O. Amethi, 

Distt. Lucknow 

-do- 

3. -do- -do- 

Ram Vilash. 

Vill. Andheriya, 

P.O. Safipur, 

Distt. Unnao, U.P. 

-do- 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 


4. General, Election 

21-Mohanlal ganj 

Rcj Baliadur, 

Failure to ledge any accounts 


to Lok Sabha in 

(SC) 

Vi]!. fCalxiikheda, 

. of election expenses. 


in the State of 


H/O La ova Sigan Kheda 



Uttar Pradesk 


Teh. Purwa, 

Distt, Unnao, U.F. 



5. -do- 

29-Barabanki (SC) 

Ram Singh, 

Vi II. Khevvrapur, 

Majray, Tikra, 

Post. Kewrajpur, Barabanki, 
Uttar Pradesh 

-do- 


6. -do- 

4l-Deoria 

Khalid, 

Ward No. 9, Hata Kushi Nagar, 

-do- 




Uttar Pradesh 



1, -do- 

-do- 

Channar, 

Vill. Rampur Dubey, 

-do- 




Post. Belava Bazar, 

Doeria, U.P. 



S. -do- 

42-Salempur 

K.K. Tiwari, 

Vill. Pandey Pur, 

Post Maikauli, 

-do- 




Distt, Deoria, U.P. 



9. -do- 

42-Saienipor 

Anarudha, 

Vill. & Post. Bhawani 

-do- 




Chhaper, 

Distt. Deoria, U.P. 



10. -do¬ 

-do- 

Kunj Behari, 

Viil. & Post Moon Chappara, 
Distt. Ballia, U.P. 

-do- 


ll. -do- 

-do- 

Lallan, 

V9i. Khelpar Pandit, 

Post Bhatpar Rani, 

Disit. Deoria, U.P. 

-do- 


42. -do- 

-do- 

Suresii, 

Vill. Choradiba, 

Post Sutawar, Lar, 

Distt. Deoria, U.P. 

-do- 


13. -do- 

67-Kann£iuj 

Mhhalesh Kumar, 

Vill. Sakatpur, Post Rasoolabad, 
Distt. Unnao, U.P. 

-do- 


M. -do- 

-do- 

Arvind, 

Mob Kanoon Goyan, 

City & Distt. Kannauj, U.P. 

-do- 


15. -do- 

-do- 

Ramdas, 

V. & P. Sukhsanpur, 

Distt. Kannauj, U.P. 

-do- 


^146 Gl/2000—5. 
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1 2 3 4 5 


16. General Election to 67-Kannauj 
the Lok Sabha in 

the State of Uttar 
Pradesh, 1999 

17. -do- 76-Aligarh 


18. -do- -do- 


Harinam, 

Vill. Narandrapur, 

Post. Keeratpur, 

Distt. Kannauj, U.P. 
Shishn Pal Singh 
L.I.G. 48, Vikas Nagar, 
Aligarh, U.P. 

Jagveer Singh, 

V. & P. Mahua, 
Aligarh, U.P, 


^ 7 2000 


Failure lo lodge any account 
of Election expenses 


-do- 

-do- 


(No. 76/UP-HP/99] 
By Order 
L.H. FARUQI. Secy. 


5TT.W. 120.—^1^, ?Tpfrtr ^ ^HTTHR | 2000 ^ frr 

^ ^ # 39-iilI^I^ (?ro^o) ^ 5rs# ^1% 51-tT*ff «tV tJT. 

f^FTT sfTT RfMMke? ?Tfg-f?(^TT, 1951 ^ fl^ ^PTfr rnr 3KT, 

cHJIT ^ ^ tfft ^ ■'Upsl'H' t| : 

?tft f^tri I ^ ?rpfPT ^ q’^^tRTETPT ^ 9^11 | 3?r% qw 3^?! qitf q'qf'fT sfTtW wr 

sFi; aT«r, ^fpfnr ^ ?Tfarftq'*T 9ft ottt i o-9r % ?P|?Rnr r ?fr ^ ^ % ^ir 

^ ^ ^ ^ ?fh: ^ ?n%7r qtt % cfFr 

5^-93^1^ % ^ ^frfet 9r^ 11 


[#. 76/^.5r.-f^. 2000(^)] 

?TT^ 

0,^. 0.=^. 


ORDER ^ 

New Delhi, thp 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 120.—^Whereas, the Election Commission of 
India is satisfied that Sh. Suresh, Vill. Khaffiari, Teh. 
Billaspur, Distt. Rampur, Uttar Pradesh a contesting 
candidate at the Bye-election to the Legislative 
Assemtdy in the ^ate of Uttar Pradesh frean 30* 
Shahabad (SC) confelituenpy held in February, 2000 
has failure to lodge any account of election, expenses 
as required by the Representation o£ the People Act, 
1951, and the Rules nfide thereurider; 

And whereas, the said candidate has not furnished 
any reason or explabation ^or the said failure even 


after due notices and the Election Commission is thus 
satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for 
the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares 
Sh. Sure^ to be disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being a) member ^ either House of the Parliament 
or of the Legudative Assembly or Legislative Council 
of a StatclUaion Territory for a period of three yean 
from the date of this order. 

[No. 76lUP-LA|2000(Bye)] 
By Order, 
L. H. FARUQI, Secy. 


7?nTW> 2000 

5 rT.?t. 121.—tr?: tmPr qn ottok ^ ntre | ^ J^z) Jr fife's? 

=»|qn: i ' c t % ^rraKor qft (3) ^ % l^ir | ( 4 ) 

ii 3 ?r% puPrnt Bg: sqsimf, 1951 ^ 

SiTT ^ % j^iTvr {5) Jr tr^rr, Brftr?r ^ 9 tt ?Tl%rar ^ ?reqwr I, 



[»nn]I—^ 3 (iij)] 


MTOT 19, 2000 / 28, 1922 


27? 


?At irt: ^ q?: ^ ^ qr rfr qfrf ; ^^^.t ; <u | 

qft t^qr I ^ 317T ^ qr, qftf fr, % qq^ Pn^T^q^ ?rrtfrq qq q-qrarpr 

t qro ^ q^ra^iciT % ^ qqt<r qqq^q qr nrriftf^ qft I, 

?iq; ??q, fqq^=qq qmft^ q?t am lo-^ % qrjqTir Jf qt% q?t amft % ??rF^ (4) Jr fqftfee 

jqfTfqT qft aaq % ^ aqq % qr rr^nj^ ^ fwq am aam faaR qfam % aq^a mJr 

qftr ^ qn%?r q^t arrlar % afa qa ^ qqarqfa % I^u, fqat^ alfm qmrr ^:— 

anaft 


qi. a. taaiaa qq fqqqa aa^a/fqaraaar faqiaa-^ra laaPaa aa^ qrJr qna^ qq faT^ar qq qaaq 

^ qi. a. irT't. ara ara »n< qar 

12 3,4 5 


t. fqara am % 84-aaiT 

aramr laqfaa, 1998 


2 . -q^- -q^- 


3. -aft- -q^- 


4 . -qft- -q|r- 


5 . -a^- «4-a^ 


qaa a^ ^aR 
Traarf, 
Rnr.qfraat. 
qrak^a, 

^ -- _ - — * ^ — 

^F^5RRr I 

O 



34, tfl^iscl, 




^^5na?r i 

v:> 

jqgr: qaakif q^aat, 
qjq qaarm aifT, 

f' ^ -.'■v--, 


^RTT, 

^r^<w i 

aaiqiar alaiar arm#, 
aar.-qiaalr (TR'tf), 
qt.-fqqftam, 
ar.-fqm^^, 
f^-ataiai, 

\ 

o 

^ Ciaaaa a^fJq ■qaara, 

t/520,atqr%aaaT, 

q>.m. 

aaqaTtf, 

a^aaTarq-ss, 


aaaarf q^, 
arr.qt. aqR^a, 

o ' 


I 

o 


Jra T qifaa a^ fqqr aar 


-q^- 


-qft- 


-q^- 


-q^- 


-qft- 


6 . -qft- 


154-a^aR 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

7 • 

98-^ 

Jr^rm arrafl Trr^aft, 

arai ^?Tf%5r ar|f ftnrr ^irr i 

vraTTJT i998 


JTiJT, crnT^-Tra’fTTT, 

\ 


8. 

-ar^t- 

^TTsfr, 

— #■- 



1 

,3 


9. 

9»-8r^ 

qr^fFT, 



s 

?rrK+HM'<, 'T^ar 
'TT5R^%^TEm, 
^rr.-TTam^, 
IW-^y+iaTI, 




^ 1 


10. 

10-lTIJT^TiF? 

?Trm f€| ^r^5rr, 

%-fT F^Rt rr?:r srlrF^TT ftF^ f 

1998 


19, fa’^'TRr^pTTW, 

=aT7: TT?m % Tw, 

3fra^T>?, 

?r^?MT?-382415 , 

^rFfT f^TTr ^TTr i 



1 


11. -^- 

-ar^t- 

^sparraf 

4279/t^, 

Htfer #%<r ^n#t, 

% *TT?T, 

^rr^r 

?Tf>KRT^, 

^ '>1 <ld 1 

o 

-^V 

12. 5T)’P^nTT%f^^rraTT>T 

20-5rFF? 

?rTg ^ar'TiTTt, 

#^r ^rFr^ F^tit ^rir i 

1999 


55Rft HTWtar % «TT?r, 
?«n.-?rFF5, 


' *■ 


faRT—?TTaF^, 




’Tarw 1 


13. -^- 


^^flTT^TT, 

^*rr, — 

— #- 




' 

^^HTcT 1 


14. 


®>rfTliTTf , 

'ft.-?TOT, 




f^RT— 




^«nnRT 1 

>9 


__- ' -■"' 

-- 
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[WT^T3 (iii)]| virerfTTr 5 niw:19, 2000/^m 28, 1922 


12 3 -4 5 


15. 20 3rT?r?^ 

1999 


16. -^^- 



2 


^4'ipi^Tr, 
?«TT. -'T^Wt, 

♦ 31. 

f^RTT—?TT3^, 

^^^ncRf I 

^Vff, ^31, 
g;T3’-394210, 

I 


ORDER 


[^sr. 7 6/^5r/2ooo/'T.?r^-I] 

?TT^ 

?ft.?rTT. ^irrriT, 


New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 


O.N. 121 .—Whereas, the Election Commission of India is satisfied that each of the Contesting candidate 
specified in column 4 of the Table below at the General Election to the House of the People/Legislative Assembly in 
Gujarat State specified in column 2 and held from the constituency specified in column 3 against his/her name has 
failed to lodge the account of his/her election expenses as shown in column 5 of the said Table as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice by the Election Commission, or after considering the representation made by them, if any, the Elec 
tion Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column 4 of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member of 
either house of Parliament or the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State or Union Territory for a 
period of three years from the date of this order :— 


TABLE 


S. Particulars of Election 

N. 

S.N. & Name of 
Constituency 

Name & Address of Contesting 
candidates 

Reasons for Disqua¬ 
lification 

' 1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to the Legis¬ 
lative Assembly, 1998. 

84-Mansa 

Patel Mahendra Kumar 
Ramabhai. 

At & Post Ridrol, Kabirpura, 
Ta, Mansa, 

District-Gandh inagar, 

Gujarat. 

Account not lodged. 

2 . -do- 

-do- 

Kadiya Atulkumar Khodidas 

34, Chandramoli Society, 
Mansa, District-Gandhinagar, 
Gujarat. 

-do- 

3 . -do- 

-do- 

Thakor Jayantibhai Karshanji 
Vav Darvaja Bahar, 

Civil Road, Makvanawas, 
Mansa, Gujarat. 

-do- 

2146 GII2000—6. 
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4. General Election to the Legis- 84-Mansa 
lative Assembly, 1998 


Makwana Khodaji Varvaji Account not lodged 

At : Paldi (Rathod), 

PO : Bilodara, Ta : Vijapur, 

District : Mahesana, 

Gujarat, 


5 . -do- 


64-Sarkhej 


6 . -do- 


154-Jambusar 


7 . -do- 


98-Deesa 


8 . -do- 


-do- 


9 . -do- 


99-Dhanera 


10. General Election to the House lO-Ahmedabad 
of the People, 1998. 



-do- 


-do- 


Shaikh Rosanben Mohamed -do- 

Ramzan, 

E/520, Sankalitnagar, 

P.O.-Juhapura, Sarkhej Road, 

Ahmedabad-55, Gujarat* 

Mangalbhai Chaturbhai Patel -do- 

At: PO: Jafarpura, 

Ta. Jambusar, Dist. Bharuch, 

Gujarat. 

Mesara Dharji Maruji -do- 

Mota, Tajuka-Palanpur, 

Gujarat. 

Solanki Meruji Viraji -do- 

Moti Akhol, Taluka Deesa, 

Gujarat. 

Trivedi Dalpatbhai farsotam -do- 

Ambikanagar, Opp, Panchal 
Hostel Palanpur, Ta. Palanpur, 

Dist. Banaskantha, Gujarat. 

Ashvin Sinh Waghela Account not lodge in 

19, Tirupati Complex, the manner. 

Soni Chali, Nr. Char Rasta, 

Odhav Road, Ahmedabad-382415, 

Gujarat. 

Iqbal Shaikh -do- 

4279/A, Latest‘T’ Series 
Cassett Corner, Nr. State Bank, 

Lai Darwaja, Ahraedabad, 

Gujarat. 


12. General Election to the House 20-Anand 
of the People, 1999, 


13. -do- 


-do- 


Shah Chandrakantbhai Account not lodged 

Ramachandrabhai 

Nr. Tulsi Talkies, At Anand, 

Dist. Anand, Gujarat. 

Bhangi Kalyanbhai Hirabhai -do- 

Kanchorapura, At: Dahevan, 

Tal. Borsad, Dist. Anand, 

Gujarat. 


14. -do- -do- Vansadiya Bhupatsinh -do- 

Chhaganbhai- 
Ghanshyambhai No Kuvo, 

Kunjrav Road, Post Sarsa, 

Tal. Anand, Dist. Anand, 

Gujarat. 
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15. General Election to the House 
of the People, 1999. 

20 -Anand 

Solanki Jagdishbhai Bhaijibhai 
Devkapura, At. Pandoli, 

Ta, Petad, Dist. Anaiid, 

Gujarat. 

Account not lodged 

16. -do- 

24-Surat 

Arun Kalal 

Opp. B.R.C. Colony, 

Bhedwad Dargah, Udhna, 
Surat.394210, 

Gujarat. 

-do- 


[No. 76/GJ/2000/W.S.I.] 
By Order, 
C.R. BRHMAM, Secy. 


7 2000 

m.?r. 122 :—?TT!T>r ^ t ^ ( 2 ) t JT^rr-f^r^rr^e 

?nTT % HTsrnR 3i> ( 3 ) Jr % l?rr |, ^^jr^r 

( 4 ) Jf ^3R% ?Tf% ^rm ?r«ir«ff, ^ srf^riMkR srflrffiinT, 1951 fmr irtr 

pTJTfft 5m ?T^5T?r ^ ^rmfr % ( 5 ) Jf 5«rr ^ sirsrf 5 rf^R ^ ^r ; 

^ ?T^!Tf2T5f ^ fjRlRfT ?TR>T 5m ^TT^TT ^ ^ Wm5r % %tT rf 5> fTTR 

WTT 5 ^ ^TRlRmr f 55 r I ?T«r 5 T 5 m sr^ w(m^ 'R, irfe 5 ?rf ft, 

55 5? 5SriTTSrT5 ft 55r t f57 ^ qro ^ ?raW5T % 5fr| qqfR 5rmr qr RrqWq qfi I ; 

qq; ?R fqqfqq ^nqR, ^ stfqPiqq 55t srm 10-5? % Jf 5t% qrmt % ( 4 ) 5 fqfqfqR: 

Eqf^ 55 qqq % f 55 fr ^ q 55 % qr fq^ft TRsq qr ^q trsq-^ ^ fq^rq qqr qqqr fqqrq qftqq %q 5 Tq = 5 % 

a 

ifr^ qtr fit % ftR ?n%?T ^ qfd^ % #t q^ ^ qnFrrqfq % %t qqc^r^T fqrFfq qtfqq qiRr | 1 

qmift 


q. q. fqqrtqq 55 fqqw fqqfqq-^ ^ q?. q. qrq fqqtqq qrJr q^qq? qrr fq^lqr 5?r 5?r7:q 

qjq ^ 555 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. fqarqqqr^f^ 

qmrnqfqqFqq, i998 

i67-f5rdfr 

fqK, 

201/23, qTfsqT qT|q, 

fqfr^, 

1 

fqfq 5m qtfsrq fHq % 
5T^ 5)5% it qqqjq i 

2 . -qft- 

-q^- 

qtq-5l^-’<jqqtq, 

qftfrq-fJr^, 

1 

-qfV 

3. -qft- 

-q^- 

qtfqmq 5Tr%r, 
q. qr^-qqkr, 
qf 

\ 

-q^- 
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1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


4. 16 

1998 


5. 




6 . 


7. 197-'T^?dfl'< 


s. -5r?t- 


i9 5-?rmT 


9. -4??r- 




10. 


46-^ 


11. -^1- 


48-'RnfI 


12 -4^- 


iTe-T^qTa 


■i': 


13. 


74-H^?f 


—ftl 0^ , 
I 


irfwfT, 

JT. q>.-5»Rt, 

Tra^^rnr i 


TFsrpTPr I 


^T.qpr. 

vs 

cT^.'-qr^rm 

I 


?Fft 

^qr f^TFpf fn^r, 
Tnrwrq' I 

?TT?fhn:, 

^r^-qr^r 

TR^qr^" I 

xr^m^ I 


^Tq^l5<Tr 
qjpff; 
TMFTR I 

sfTJ^nrr 

qwlcni; 


^r>r 

qr^T—^SrPT, 


^T f¥sr 5TTT srrf^ 


-^- 


-^rfr- 


?TfefT ERff IT wF?r i 

farfer it?j ?i^feicT frf^ ?t 

?Tfe^ ^ ^ ?rRT^ I 

%?3T ^fe'4 4>T? if •?;| ( 

-^- 

-^- 

-^- 


^r Mk ^ sikFsTcT k 

5Tfe^ 3R% k i 
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1 2 
14. 

irraH^T 1998 


15. 


16. —^— 


1 7 . —^— 


18 . —— 


19. —^-- 


20 . — 


21 . —— 


22 . —— 


2 3 —— 


2146 0112000—7. 


3 


4 


5 





TT^^TFT 1 


91— 

I’TTTsrifrHT 
i»Tir?3>»l3T, 
it. TRiTf^ 

f3r?rr sf^i, 

1 

—— 

17 8— 

UTiT’i't^ciii^r^rRt, 
f3r?n ^JT x, 

TTjR’SlT’T 1 

—qrfl— 

8 5—rjinj:?: 

3113 ’i . 1 8, 

’i’ii9-(tf?r3V, 

Trsi^H 1 

— ^ — 

26—’131 

^’IR’lfllf 

TT. 'it. 

7:i3f«ir I 

—— . 

3 8— 

JIKW, 

ifriTwlr ^it 3i4t, 

^1. 16, =3>tT, 

Ti^rwH 1 

—— 

—— 

■^IRf ^ '"HI, 

^11. 8=31^, 

TTSf^l’T 1 

—^— 

15—’fnai 

irrHTiiT 

511^1, Ti3r?«ii?r 1 

—^y— 

140— 

Ji. 'It. iitilr, 

3niii ^i^t^iTr, 
f^r^n TRi^n??, 

TRf?«ll’l 1 

—^— 

9 3 -llT^TT 

5133313nf^ ^i^P^Y 

Tl'^53rT 31131?1, 

ERUtf, 

iTl^nTl, TRRlliT 1 

^1 f^fa sm 5iqf5i^ frfci 

^^■ifQ^T 51^?r 

t|i • 
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3 


4 


5 


2 4. frjPT JT^rr ^ f?nT 42— 

1998 

25. —^1-— —— 


26. —^1-— —^— 


27. —— 166—?T?n- 


28. —— 162-^R<t 


29. —^V- 


—— 


30. —— 162-^=^t 


31.. —— 92-5lmnT%| 



—— 



?iCrT iT^ra^iT, 

68/301, Scm 

SfTT’TTRT, 

I 

% qri^, 

^TTTTTf ^rq-JT, 

TRPQH I 

qEi. 3012, aiT ^>fr, 

?r<rT, 

TT^^lR I 

TT^SIR I 
9HTTTJT, 

’Tiqr aa^, 
q>?? 

S’!. TTTTq'ri 5r^, 
faRirq-rat, I 

xm^^, 

f'jRTq'T^, 

TfST^^^FT I 

xm, 

lit? ?flr, q-'te-ST^TqTO, 

?T?f ?TT?lf TT?r?Rr, 
f?5rr ?Rft, TRiT?FT I 

faranr 

?Rr-?TlTr?qT, 'TR? iT??ra’, 
'fiFft, f^RTT anm 
tRRqT? I 

JT. 'ft. ^^TTT, 
^raTJtfRjJT Tfr^, fanTt 
TRT??!? I 

sr?r? ffrf, 5 ? ?t?? fftf, 
?R ?T??t, cTf. trrrm 
ffr^, farar jht, tr??!? i 


$n3T f:T% ^ i 


f?fa iRT ftf? 

t aifia?? q-TT? R ?r?qi?T 
Til 


—?|f~ 


s^T arf’a^r ?r?><W 

t| I 

—?|t— 


—?tt— 


?l<gT aTpf?r ^Rrt ^ af^'+iW 

t| I 


-aiV- 


—?ff— 


$raT f?f^ ftri 3,-^aT? 
flf? ^ ?Tf?IR t 
ST^FTTR I 
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3 


4 


5 


3 4. 

rSfETR % fsflT 

9 2-ST^U 


siRT 3?arf5t?r 


^STRvr 1998 



rtfn ^ 




ftrar SRT, 

if 1 






3 5. 


194-iI^T5Tr 


—— 




Titr rrt?R, cTf. 





f^r^TT ! 


36. 


2 l-Tirf)' 




f!T^=T. 199 8 


?rN3/5 6 





41 


3 7. 


2-^T^T^ 

TwaTTFr, 

K 


mR'JT 1999 


cT^. -nhiT, 

T% 1 




fsj’ffr 4Wm~, <('>if4'Fr 1 


38. 


8— 


SRI 3?'tr«PT 









arflT flT?, cTI. 

SRIW if 1 




?fR fWft ffTTRlT 


39. 

— 

2 3-^J^X 



















[?t. 76/T1^./2000] 
?fT. VR, 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th August, 2000 

O.N. 122.—Whereas, ihe Election Commission of India is satisfied that each of the Contesting candi- 
-date specified in column 4 of the Table below at the General Election to the Legislative Assembly/House of the 
People in Rajasthan State specified in column 2 and held from the constituency specified in column 3 against his/ 
her name has failed to lodge the account of Ms/her election expenses as shown in column 5 of the said Table as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure 
even after due notice by the Election Commission, or after considering the representation made by them, if any, 
the Election Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column 4 of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member of 
either house of Parliament or the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State or Union Territory for a 
period of three years from the date of this order :— 
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TABLE 


s. 

No. 

Particulars of 
Election 

SN & Name (7f 
Constituency 

Name & Address of 

Contesting candidates 

Reasons for 

Disqualification 

V - 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


1. 

General Election to 
Legislative Assembly, 
1998. 

167—Sirohi 

Sh- Dinesh Kumr. 

201/23, Mardiya Lane, 

Sirohi, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 


2. 

—do— 

■ 

Sh. Makna Ram, 

V/P ; Bhootgaon, 

Tehsil : Sirohi, 

Rajasthan. 

— do— 


8. 

— do— 

-do— 

Sh. Mohan Lai Purohit, 

V/P Manora, 

Tehsil : Sirohi, 

Rajasthan. , 

—do— 


4. 

—do— 

—do— 

Sh. Goma Ram. 

Village : Rampura, 

Post: Sildar, 

Tehsil : Sirohi, 

Rajasthan. 

-do— 


5. 

—do — 

-do— 

Sh. Rainga Ram, 

V/P : Phoongani, 

Via Kalandri, 

Tehsil : Sirohi. 

Rajasthan. 

-do— 


6. 

—do— 

— do — 

Sh, Shanker Lai Kumhar, 

Dr. Sampurnanand Colony, . 
Sirohi, 

Rajasthan. 

—do— 


7. 

— do— 

197 — Parbatsar 

Sh. Shrawan Balmiki, 

V.P.O. : Badu, 

Tehsil ; Parbatsar, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged. 


8. 

— do — 

195—Nawan 

Sh. Raraeshwar Lai, 

Kafa Bhata Ki Dhani, 

Via Kuchaman City, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 


9. 

— do— 

—do — 

Sh. Murlidhar, 

R/o. Kukaii Wali, 

Tehsil : Nawan, 

Rajasthan, 

Account not lodged. 


10. 

—do— 

46—Dudu 

Sh. Harlal Singh, 

Khatipura, 

Jaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

—do— 

A 

11. 

—do— 

48—Phagi 

Sh. Prakash Chand Bairwa, 
Sriramjipura, 

Tehsil: Phagi, 

Rajasthan. 

~^do— 
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12. General Election to 
Legislative Assembly. 
1998. 

176—Pachpadra 

Sh. Somer Mai, 

Kansaro Ka Ba.s, 

Balotara, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged. 

J3. -do-- 

Jt 

74—Nadbai 

Om Prakash, 

Village : Hantra. 

Tehsil; Nadbai, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 

14. —do— 

12—Lunkaransar 

Abdul Gufar, 

V/P ; Sardargarh, 

Tehsil : Su’^atgarh, 

Distt : Ganganagar, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged. 

15. —do— 

91—Uniara * 

Hem Raj Meena, 

Village : Devikhera, 

Post ; Raj Mahal 

Tehsil : Devli, 

Distt : Tonk, 

Rajasthan. 

—do — 

16. —do— 

178—Gudamalani 

Kishori Lai, 

V/P ; Gudamalani, 

Distt : Barmer, 

Rajasthan. 

-do-- 

17. -de¬ 

85—Gaugapur 

Rameshwar, 

•Ward No. 18, 

Gacgapur City, 

Rajasthan. 

— do - 

ls. —do— 

26 —Gudha 

Jnardhan Singh Shekhawat, 

V/P : Badagaop. 

Rajasthan. 

—do— 

19. -do— 

38—Chomu 

Rara Chander Yadav, 

Bhoraako Ki Dhani, 

Ward No. 16, 

Chomu, 

Rajasthan. 

—do— 

20. —do— 

-do— 

Banshi Dhar, 

Regaro Ka Mohalla, 

Ward No. 8, 

Chomu, 

Rajasthan. 

—do— 

21 -do— 

15—Nokha 

Nanu Ram Nayak, 

Near Bus Stand Nokha, 
Rajasthan. 

—do— 

22. —^0— 

140—Rajsamand 

Shanker Lai Regar, 

V/P : Mohi, 

Via Kankroli, 

Distt : Rajsamand, 

Rajasthan. 

-do— 

23. —do— 

93~Malpura 

Abdul Wahid Naqvi, 

Mohalla Sadat, 

Toda Road, 

Malpur, 

Rajasthan. 

Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 


2146 0112000—8. 
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24. General Election to 
Legislative Assembly, 
1998. 


25. —do— 


26 . -do— 


27. —do— 


28. —do— 


29. —do— 


30. —do— 


31. —do— 


32. —do— 


42—^Zohri Bazar 


—do— 


—do— 


166—Bali 


162—Kharchi 


—do— 


—do— 


92—^Todaraisingb 


—do— 


Sandeep Saxena, 

68/301, Pratap Nagar, 
Tonk Road, 

Sanganer, 

Jaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

Iphtey Khan Qureshi, 

Near Qureshia Masjid, 
Qureshi Scooter, 

Sanjay Bazar, 

Agra Road, 

Jaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

Nand Lai, 

P. No. 3012, Prem Colony, 
Nehru Nagar, 

Jaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

Sh. Jethu Singh, 

Barwa, 

Distt : Pali, 

Rajasthan. 

Poosaram, 

ViU : Dudod, 

P.O. : Dhareshwar, 

Tehsil: Marwar Junction, 
Distt: Pali, 

Rajasthan. 

Babulal Saragra, 

Village : Ranawas, 

Via : Marwar Junction, 
Distt: Pali, 

Rajasthan. 

Magaram, 

Vill: Bari, 

P.O. : Thakurwas, 

Via : Marwar, 

Ranawas, 

Distt; Pali, 

Rajasthan. 

Vijay Singh, 

S/o. Hem Singh, 

R/o. Dalnia, 

Post: Mehandwas, 

Tehsil: Phagi, 

Distt: Jaipur, 

Rajasthan. 

Oopal, 

S/o. Bajrang, 

V, & P.O. Bisalpur, 

Via: Todaraisingh, 

Distt: Tonk, 

Rajasthan. 


{Part II— Sec. 3(iii)I 

5 _ 

Account not lodged. 

■r 


Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 


—do— 


Account not lodged. 


—do— 




Account not Icdged: 


—do— 


—do— 


—do— 
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33. General Election |o 92—Todaraisingh 
Legislative Assembly, 

1998. 


34. —do— —do— 


35. —hIo— 194—Didwan a 


36. General Election lo 21—Pali 

Lok Sabha, 1998. 

37. General Election to 2—Bikaner 

the House of the 

People, 1999. 


38. —do— 8—Alwar 


39. —do— 23—Barmer 


Ajeet Singh, 

S/o. Sohan Singh, 

Vill : Bawadi, 

Tehsil : Todaraisingh, 
Distt : Tonk, 

Rajasthan. 

Hemraj, 

S/o. Harchanda, 

Vill : Indrapora, 

Post : Deoli Gaon, 
Tehsil : Deoli, 

Distt : Tonk, 

Rajasthan, 

Pannay Singh, 

Vill : Nosar, 

Tehsil ; Didwana, 

Distt ; Nagaur, 
Rajasthan. 

Shahab Haider, 

C-3/56, Sultan Puri, 

New Delhi. 

Sh. Rampratap, 

Vill : Lalamdesar, 

Tehsil : Noklia, 

Distt : Bikaner, 
Rajasthan. 

Sh. Jaswant Singh Yadav 
Vill : Gangayacha Ahir, 
Post : Bikaner, 

Tehsil & Distt : Rewari, 
Haryana. 

Sh. Dharinaram, 

Viii : Kharader, 

Post: Ogala, 

Tehsil : Chohtan, 

Distt : Banner, 
Rajasthan. 


Account not lodged in 
the mannur required 
by law. 


—do 


—do- 


Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 

Account not lodged. 


Account not lodged in 
the manner required 
by law. 


Account not lodged. 


[No. 76/RJ/2000] 
By Order, 
G. R. BRHMAM, Sccy. 


^ 2000 

123 .—irror vniVi 1998 

^ 1 

27-4-2000 % qrt ^ srf^rPrftr?^ 


1951 ( 1951 ^ 43 ) qft STO 106 % n 

qronr 1 

(f^m ^ Jr mr 11 ) 

82/Tr. R. %|tt/7/98/2009] 
If, 
qrm 



■- -n - 


/ 
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New Delhi, the 11th August, 2000 

O.N. 123.—Tn pursuance of Section 106 of the Representa- 
of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission of India hereby publiahes the order of the High 
Couit of Judicature at Patna dated 27-04-2000 in Election ; 
Petition No. 7 txf 1998 (Dayanand Sabay vs. Kapil Sibal and 
others). 


ELECnON Pt-JinON NO- 7 OF 1998 
tn the matter of an application under Sections 80. (80A and 
81 of the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

Daya Nand Saliav . .Petitioner. 


Versus 

Kapil Sibal and Others. . .Respondent, 

E'er the Petitioner:—^M/s. S. N. P. Sharnui, Sr. Adv. and 
Amrendra Kumar Singh, Advocate. 

E'or the RespondentsP. Chidambrum, Sr, Adv., 
Ashok Kr., Jayanand, Uday Shankcr Sharan. Siuffi]i, 
5iunil Kumar, Upaaana Dubey Tiwaiy, Anurag Kr, 
Dubey, John Kandulna, Sureshwar Prasad Sinha, 
Pandit Ji Pandey, Rita Kumari No. 1. Uday Clu'nd 
Pd., Nirmal Kr., Sanjoev Kr. Mishra and Naresh 
Dikchit, Advocates, 


P 


RESENT: 


Tlie Hon"ble Mr. Justice R, N. Sahay. 

R, N. Sahay, J.—By this application under .Sections SO, 80A 
and 81 of the Repreaentation of People Act, 1951 the t eti- 
onor ha« called in question the election of Sri Kapil Sibal 
respondent No. 1 as a member of Council of States in the 
election held on 18th day of June, 1998, Respondents No. 2 
tc' 7 arc romaining elected members of the Rajya Sabha." 
Election of respondent No, 1 has been assailed on the ground 
that the Retiuning Otliccr improperly accepted the nomina¬ 
tion paper of respondent No. 1 as his nommation paper was 
not filled in accordance with Section 33(1) of the Represen- 
tfition of PeopI^ Act, 1951- In a ca^c of the elec- 

tion petitioner is that the respondent Mo. 1 had not filled 
nil the columns of the nornmotion paper pjopeijy as he did 
n<rt give his postal address in his nomination paper in the 
relevant column which requires imperatively to furnish com¬ 
plete and full postal address so that a letter may reach the 
candidate’s house easily and without any difficulty. However, 
respondent No. 1 instead of giving his complete and full pof'tui 
address has given merely Shastrl Nagar, Patna, Ho has not 
given his house number, name of the post office, number 
oi Pin Code and the name of the district. So it was no 
rnpre than an apolo^ty of an addre'i’s hence it was equal to 
not giving any eddi-ess at ail. 

2. The petitioner has sought a declaration tlmt he should 
h{i declared as duly elected member of Council of the State 
alter setting aside the election of respondent No. 1- Tlicrc 
Wire eight contestants Including the election petitioner far 
cUclion of seven members of the Council for the State in 
the State of Bihar. The election petitioner was an indepen¬ 
dent candidate but he was supported by Samta Party. Res- 
ptmdent No, 1 i^prcscnled Indian National Congress, 
other respondents likewise were candidates of different parties. 
Polling of the said election was held on 18-6-1998 and 
the counting of the ballot papers were completed on the same 
day. After counting the value of First Preference Vote in 
tbs first count was determined. After completing first round 
ot dotinting, quota wag detoimined at 3926. Thereafter pi'O- 
ecss of distribution of surplus votes and method of elimina¬ 
tion were followed. In the end the petitioner was eliminated 
f\r[4i respondents No. 1 to 7 were declared cTecled to Coi/ficif 
o1' States from the State of Bihar. 

3. Tt is contended that in case nomination paper of ros- 
ptmdent No. 1 was rejected by the Returning Cfificer. the 
number of contesting candidate would have been reduced 
from e?cfht to sev'*n which equal to the number of seals 
rdqiitrod to be filled up. In this situation, the. petitioner 
wimld have been declared elected unconte.stcd as provided 
under section 53f2) of the Act. Jt is contended that the no- 
minfitipn pnner filed by respondent ro. 1 nucht to h'^ve b^cn 
rejected ontHcht a1 the time of gcjutlnv b^pcnusc resT>or/de!U 
no. 1 in his momiuation paper find nor furnished complete and 


full address and such defect was defect of substantial charac¬ 
ter. The Returning Officer bad no alternative but to reject 
the nomination paper of respondent no. I under section 36(2) 
(b) on account of non compliance of mandatory provisions 
of section 33 of the Act, 


4, The nomination paper filed by respondent no. 1 is Ext.-l. 
Name of respondent no. 1 appears at serial No. 1829 Fart 18 
Assembly Constituency No. 206 Pauio, The respondent no. 
J has given his address as ^a&tri Nagar, Patna, Keapondeni 
No. 1 has prayed for dismissing the election petition on the 
ground tliat the election petition is an abuse of the process of 
the Court It docs not disclose apy cause of action nbi 
does the petitioner has any caui»e of action. Respondent no. 1 
denied that nomination paper of respondent no. 1 was im¬ 
properly accepted by the Returning Olficcr and the polilioner 
entitled to be dcclar^ uncontested. Respondent No. 1 
was presenting before the Reluming Officer. He found his 
nomination paper valid and in order. It is stated in the 
v'ntteu statement that the neither the petitioner nor any other 
contesting candidate or their represfentatives or any othar person 
authorised to be prevent objected to tho nomination papci > 
of respondent no. 1 or objected to any irregularity in respect 
thereof. Since no objection was filed. Returning Officer 
was pleased to accept the nomination paper in accordance 
with law. The Rctuming Olficcr has scrutinised the nomi¬ 
nation paper before accepting u. Respondent No. 1 asserts 
th^it his nomination paper was properly accepted and he was 
duly elected. His nomination pancr was duly filled up in 
accordance with law and in prescribed matincr. It is denied 
that respondent no. 1 did not fill nil the columns. Nomination 
paper was duly filled m. Respondent No, 1 had filled a>nec' 
postal address. It is coorcnde^l there is definite purpx^se 
and object to electoral rolls publ’ bed with refej-enco to the 
'provisions of the Representation ^ f I'^oPlc Act, 1951 nnd 
nomin.otion paper was duly filed in latent with the particu- 
Jars reflected in the electoral roll, purpose of scrutiny is 

to identify the conesting candidate with Reference to tb.^ 
electoral roll along with particulars provided in th,’? nonimo¬ 
tion paper that the contesfinr *^and'date is the 
name finds memon in the electoi&T roll. Tt is submitted that 
no house number was given in tlie riOminntion since 

there are many colonictf in Sha^ilri Nfigar where there 's no 
house number. 


5, Sii P. Chidambi-am. learned senior counsel for the res¬ 
pondent no. 1 relied on the pioyision$ contained in the 
Constitution of India and Representation of People Act with 
regard to qualification of the elector- He submitted that filing 
of nomination paper is to establish tiiat the contesting candi¬ 
date is qualified m all respect to participate in tho oleetKm 
and to ensure th^ the peruon filing the nomination paper is 
the same pci-son whose name i.s found in the clectroral foil. 
The first part of the nomination naper requiren the proposes 
of the contesting candidate t^ fill in the form to ensure that 
the candidate’s particurfars are duly filled in and are coadiitc^.t 
with the particular inflected in the electoral roll. The fuicoud 
part of tho nomination paper relates to the declaration given 
bv the candidate which requires him to dcelarc his age. his 
name and a declaration To the cfTect that bp if a cf 

India. Tlie declaration relates to the eligibility conditions 
which must be duly filled in and conditions satuffiecE Tt. 
is asserted that every column of the nr>mmat>on party was 
filled up with abundant precaution giving fill relevant parti- 
Eldars. Tt is denied that in absence of complete and full 
address the nomifiotion is invalid. 


6^ Mr. S. N. P. SbarmaL leanied counsel for die 
election petitioner has in-vited my attention to the ad¬ 
dress given by respondent no. 1 in the electoral roll 
of Patna Assembly Constituency. He submitted that 
there is wide variance betniecn {he nomination paper 
filed bv the respondent no. f and ^hc address In the 
electoral roll. Resnondent No. l in his evidence has 
filed doenment to show that he has been receiwn^ 
letvrs and imnortant documents by post at tlie nostal 
address (riven in the nomin'atinn naoer. Sri Shamia 
has placed strong rrfiance on Dhafnm Singh Rathi Vs, 
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Hari Singh (1975) S.C.C 240 in support olhis con¬ 
tention that in absence of complete postal address of 
respondent no. 1 in his nomination paper, the nomma- 
tion paper suffers from defect of substantial character 
which was illegally accepted by the Returning Officer. 
The election of respondent no. 1 is therefore void. 

7 . In Dharam Singh Rathi’s case one candidate 
Jagan Nath had filed two nomination papers m the 
prescribed Form No. 2B presenbed under Rule 4 of 
the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961. In both the 
papers in the column “His postal address” the only 
thing witten was—“Smalkha Mandi”. The Returning 
Officer rejected both the nomination papers of Jagan 
Nath on the ground that the candidate had not given 
the name of his father and his full address. The name 
given as Jaean Nath and address as Smalkha Mandi 
were not sufficient. The election of elected candidate 
was challenged before Punjab & Haryana High Court 
and the said High Court following the decision of the 
apex court in Brijendralal Gupta Vs. Jwalaprasad 
A.LR. 1960 S.C. 1049 and Prahladdas Khabdelwal 
Vs. Narendra Kumar Salve (1973'^ S.C.C. 104, held 
that the nomination paper suffered from a defect of non 
compliance of section 33(1) of the Act and the defect 
was of the substantial character. The Supreme 
Court affirmed the decision of Punjab and Haryana 
Hicrh Court Untwalia, J. sneaking for the Bench in 
para 3 of the report observed as follows r 

“We concur in the view of the High Court that 
filling up the column of post^ address of 
the candidate m the nomination paper is 
necessary. The High Court has referred to 
several provisions in the Act and the Rules 
to point out the purpose of supplying the 
postal address. It appears thgt the name 
of the post office concerning Smalkha Mandr 
Smalhka village, Modeltown, etc, was 
Smalkhai. The name of the post office was 
not Smalkha Mandi. On the face of the 
address given in the nomination papers there 
was defect of incorrect mention of the name 
■» of the post office. The name of the district 

wals also not given. It has come in the evi- 
‘ dence of the respondent that there were other 

’ places of the n^es of Smalkha and Smalkha 

Mandi in the States of Haryana and Rajas¬ 
than. Eveh ignoring the defects aforesaid 
the High Coiut has noticed on consideratio 
' of evidence and specially of Ja^an Nath him¬ 

self that the postal address given in either 
of his nomination forms was so very incom¬ 
plete that n’o letter addressed to him to 
that address could possiblv be delivered to 
him. There were several persons of the 
name of Jaean Nath in Smalkhal Mandi, 
Smalkha vffiage, Jagan Nath w’as serving at 
the shop of a sweetmeat seller, Railway Road 
Smalkha Mandi and was resident of Bhar- 
buianwali Gali. The interesting part of this 
case is that JagaW Nath did not file an elec¬ 
tion petition. Tt Was filed hv the brother of 
an unsuccessful candidate. Eventually 
' • Nath was impleaded as a respondent in the 

election neti+ion, fiie^ a gtn^e- 

nrd examined himself ns RW 5. H’s 
definite case was that until and unless some 
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more details werS given in his postal add¬ 
ress no letter on that skelton desciiption as 
given in the nomination papers could' not 
delivered to him by the postal 
authorities Taking the totality of the 
circumstances the High Court has rightly 
held that no pcrstnl address in effect was 
‘given on either the nomination papers of 
Jagan Nath.” 

8 . Hon’ble Supreme Court held that the defect of 
non-supply of postal address is not covered by the 
proviso to sub-section (4) of section 33 of the Act. 
This defect cannot be rectified, 

9. Sri P. Chidambram has distinguished the ratio 
in Dharam Singh Ratbi’s (Supra) with tlic present 
case. He submitted that the decision was distingui¬ 
shable on facts which is apparent from the para¬ 
graph quoted above. The candidate whose nomina¬ 
tion paper was rejected admitted in his evidence that 
unless some more details are given in the address, no 
letter could be delivered to him by the postal autho¬ 
rities. 

10. The ratio of Dharam Singh Rathi’s case 
(Supra) was considered in Rit Lai Prasad Verma 
Vs. Shri Mumtaz Ansari and others [E.P. No. 2 of 
1991 (R)] disposed on 11 th Januaiy, 1995. The 
election of returned candidates was set aside on the 
ground that nomination paper of elected candidate 
relating to postal address was not properly filled up 
and this defect was of substantial character and on 
this ground the nomination paper was defective. The 
elected candidate had given his address in the nomi¬ 
nation paper as “Phulwari”. It was held that there 
is no post office like “Phulwari” in the list of post 
office issued by the Central Government for the State 
of Bihar. There is one post office in the Ust i.e., “Phul- 
warisharif” in the district of Patna. The operation 
of this judgment was stayed by the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court. This decision is distinguishable on facts. 

11 . Qualification for membership of Council of 
States is provided in Section 3 of the Representation 
of People Act, 1951 which provides as follows : 


“A person shall not be qualified to be chosen as 
a representative of any State or Union 
Territory in the Council of States unless he 
is an elector for a Parliamentary Constitu¬ 
ency in that State or Territory”. 


12. it IS not disputed nor can be disputed that res¬ 
pondent No. 1 is an elector of Patna Parliamentary 
Constituency. It is evident that the name of Res¬ 
pondent No. 1 finds place at serial No. 1829 Part 19 
Patna West Assembly Constituency. Respondent 
No. 1 docs not suffer from any other disqualification. 
Electoral Roll is conclusive to prove that he has 
iwccssary qualification as he is ordinary resident of 
that constituency. He is above the minimum qualify¬ 
ing age, No body raised any ol^'ection about the 
inclusion of the name of respondent No. 1 in the 
electoral roll. Respondent No. 1 presented his 
nommation paper in Form 2-C appended to ffie 
Conduct of the Election Rules, 1961. He ^ve his 
^stal address in his nommation paper as Shastri 
Nagar, Patna. 
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13. The contention of Sri Shatma, learned counsel 
for the Election Petitioner is that respondent No. 1 

h ntrl pi . j If. XT-r 11-I-I t-1 p. f" 

m.%4- 1 V4.1. itiiwllj W Vt. I 1 L4J.m_l.Wwl , X W V» lJ W J. 1 VLi_LX W L 1 , 

Mohalla etc. in his postal address and thus there was 
no compliance of sub-section (1) of Section 33 of 
the Representation of People Act. In other words, 
it is contended that the nomination paper filed by 
respondent No. 1 was not completely in the prescrib¬ 
ed form and as such his nominatiou paper was liable 
to be rejected. 


14. Section 36 of the Representation of People 
Act, 1951 provides for scrutiny of nomination papers 
and rejection of nomination paper on any of the fol¬ 
lowing grounds 

(a) that on the date fixed for the scrutiny of 
nominations the candidate either is not 
qualified or is disqualified for being.chosen 
to fill the seat under any of the following 
provisions that may be applicable, name- 

Article 84, 102, 173 191, 


Part II of this Act and sectioiis 4 ahd 14 of 
the Grovernment of Union Territories Act, 
1963, or 

(b) that there ha$ been a failure to comply with 
iiny of the provisions of section 33 or sec¬ 
tion 34 ; or 


(c) that the signature of the candidate or the 
proposer on the nomination paper is not 
genuine, 

15. It is not the case of the petitioner that there 
total non-cbrajiliaince of section 33 of the Re- 
ptbs^hmtion of People Act which entitled the Return¬ 
ing Officejr to reject the nomination paper in terms of 
clatise (b) of sub-section (2) of section 36 of the 
Ait 


16. Under sub-section (4) of section 36 of the 
Act the Returning Officer shall not reject any nomi¬ 
nation paper on the ground of any defect which is not 
of substantial character. The omission of not furnish¬ 
ing House number, Road number etc. in! the nomi¬ 
nation pamper by no stTetch of imagination can be held 
to be defect of substantial character entitling the Re¬ 
turning Officer to reject the noihination paper. Res¬ 
pondent No. 1 was only requite to give his postal 
address which he had furnished in the nommation 
paper. 

17. In Prahladdas Khandelwal Vs. Narendra 
Kumar Salve AlR 1973 S.C. 178 relied upon by Sri 
Shamia, nomination piaper was rejected as the name 
of the Constituency was not stated in the nomination 
form. It was held by the apex court that the Return¬ 
ing Officer was, therefore, jusfified in rejecting the 
nomination form. 

18. In Rarigilal Chaudhari Vs. Dahu Sao AIR 1962 
S.C. 1248 Hindi nomination form did not conform 
with prescribed form under the Rules and because of 
tins misfalte in the form the name of the constituency 
was not written. The Supreme Court held that omis¬ 
sion was not of a* substantial character as to entail 
rejertion of the nom’nation form. This vas so be¬ 
cause the mistake had occurred due to defect in ihe 
printing of the nomination paper. The Supreme Court 


appears to have taken note of two important facts; 
lirstly the election was a by-election and there was no ^ 
question of any dispute accat the constituency tor 
which the nomination is to be treated and secondly, 
there was defect in tlie printed nomination form. 

19. Sub-section (4) of section 33 clearly provides 
that no misnomer or inaccurate description or cleri¬ 
cal, technical or printing error in regard to the name 
of the candidate or his proposer or any other person, 
or in regard to any place mentioned in the electoral 
roll or the nomination paper and no clerical, techni¬ 
cal or printing error in regard to the electoral roll 
numbers of any such person in the electoral roll or 
the nomination paper with respect to such person or 
place in any case where the description in regard to 
the name of the person or place is such as to be com- 
monly understood; and the returning officer shall per- 
mit any such misnomer or inaccurate de^rip ion or 
clerical, technical or printing error in the electoral 
roll or in the nomination paper shall be overloolged. 

Thus the power given to the presiding officers under 
Rule 35(4) of the Conduct of Elections Rules, 1961 
to overlook clerical mistakes in identifying voters 
while allowing them to vote are also availkblc to the 
icturning officers assertainirig their identity while 
examining the nomination. If the identity of person 
as a person having voting right is established and it 
is established that person enrolled in electoral roll is 
the same, the descrij^tihn error v ould he immaterial. 

Rule 4 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 shows 
that the nomirtatidn paper presented under section 
33(1) must spebify only two requirements so far as 
the name of the proposer and candidate are concern¬ 
ed under items (1) and (3) thereof viz. “full name 
of pri^pioScr” and “name of cahdidate’s faffierjhus¬ 
band,” 

20. Bombay High Court in' ILR (1964) Bom. 114 
held that once the idefitity of a candidate is estab¬ 
lished, any otjifef defeet not affecting) that identity 
would be a clerical or teehhical d^ect and not a sub¬ 
stantial defect. 

21. In Ram Avadhesh Singli Vs. Sumitra Devi AIR 
1972 S.C. 580 a candidate had entered his roll num- V 
ber in the electoral roll of Arrah constituency and tins 
entry was already deleted and did not' mention the 
roll number in Sandesh Constituenev in which his 
name had continued at ’he lime of nomination but 
did show certified copy of electoral roll of Sandesh 
Constituency to the returning officer, Arrah. The 
Supreme Court found that the defect was not of a 
substantial character and hence the nomination of the 
candidate was valid. The Supreme Court made fol¬ 
lowing observations :— 

“The impHcatiori of section 33(4) is that a 
Wrong entry in a nomination paper as re¬ 
gards the name of the candidate or the 
proposer or their electoral roll numbers is 
not a! maHer of substantial importance. That ^ 
is why the legislature requires the return¬ 
ing officer to lock in^o them and if th^rc 
are anv mistakes to eet tliera corrected. 
What is of importance in an election is that 
the enndida^^ should possess^all die pres¬ 
cribed qualifications and ffiat he should^not 
have incurred any of the disqualifications 
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mentioned either m the Constitution or in 
the Act. The other informa^tion required to 
be given in the nomination paper is only to 
satisfy the ret^ning officer that the candi¬ 
date possesses the prescribed qualificatipn 
and that he is not other^^ise disqualified. In 
other words those informations relate to the 
proof of the required qualifications..... 
From the combined reading of sections 33 
and 36 (erf the Act of 1951) it is clear that 
a mis-desaiptiqn as to electoral roll num¬ 
ber oi the canffidate or of the proposer in 
the nomination' paper is not to be consider¬ 
ed as material defect in the nomination 
paper.” 

12, The decisions hereinabove relied upon by Sri 
Skamia and the decision in AIR 1975 S.C. 1612 
hane been cimsidered and distinguished on facts. As 


a result of discussions above the case of the election 
petitioner that the nomination paper of respondent 
No. 1 should have been rejected by the Returning 
Officer on account of non-compliance of section 
33(1) of the Representation of People Act is not 
substantiated and accordingly the election petition 
must be dismissed. 

23. In the result, the election petition fails and is 
accordinigly dismissed but without costs. 

Patna Hi^ Court, 

The 27th April, 2000. 

A.F.R.|Pradeep ; ' ’■ ' ■; - 

Ct.jCp. 1 

- [No. 82|CS-BRi7i98l2000] 

By Order 

SHARAN PAL SINGH, Secy. 
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